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trouble themselves about is the nature and possibility of
knowledge in general How, they ask, can a particular
individual be in such relation to a reality which transcends
and includes his own existence as to know it Can he
know it otherwise than through the affections of his own
consciousness which it produces ? If it can only be known
in this way, can it be said to be known at all ? Are not
his own mental states the only existences which are really
cognised ? Questions of this sort occupy modern philo-
sophers, and they have given rise to the Critique of Pure
Reason, among other results. But I cannot see any
evidence that in this form they gave much trouble to
Plato. The nature and possibility of knowledge would
probably not have constituted a problem for him at all,
had it not been for the existence of error. That we can
know was for him a matter of course, and it was also a
matter of course that, we may be ignorant. But he was
puzzled by the conception of something intermediate be-
tween knowing and not knowing. If an object is present
to consciousness, it is pro tanto known ; if it is not present
to consciousness, it is not known. But in so far as it is
known there can be no error, because the * knowledge
merely consists in its presence to consciousness. And
again, in so far as it is not known there can be no
error, for what is not known is not present to conscious-
ness : it is to consciousness as if it were non-existent,
and therefore the conscious subject as such cannot
even make a mistake concerning it. Hence we cannot
be in error either in respect to what we know or to
what we don't know, and there seems to be no third
alternative.

This is Plato's problem, and ours is fundamentally akin
to it For with him we must assert that, in knowing, the
object known must be somehow thought of, and in this
sense present to consciousness. The grand lesson of the
history of Philosophy is just that all attempts to explain
knowledge on any other assumption tumble to pieces in
ruinous incoherence, and that from the nature of the case
they must do so. The only form such attempts can take